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Abstract 
This study examines how families co-construct joint accounts of shared 
experiences. Two foster families participated in the study, and were asked to recall 
information about the decision-making process of becoming a foster family. 
Through the use of narrative, each foster parent created an individual, detailed 
chronology of events that took place, including emotional reactions to events, types 
of decisions made, conversations held with each other as well as all outsiders, and 
any conflicts that arose during this process. Through conversational discourse, each 
family transformed individual experiences into one co-created story. 
To understand how these individuals came to create such experiences, a 
social constructionist approach was used. Essentially, this approach enables readers 
to understand how families create their own social reality. A content analysis of 
both the individual and co-created narratives was utilized. A thorough analysis was 
completed of all data through the use of a traditional content analysis, which 
imposes categories onto the data, and through the CA TPAC computer program, 
which allows categories to emerge from the data. Results revealed various gender 
differences in self-expressions, issues addressed, and starting and ending points of the 
narratives. 
In summary, the approach taken in this study, offers readers a closer look 
into how individual beliefs and meanings are created through everyday interactions, 
and through the culture in which they belong. Furthermore, this study highlights 
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the importance of studying lived experiences, and through the use of narrative, 
enables the readers to comprehend and understand more in depth the experiences 
of the foster parenting process. Moreover, this study enables readers to better 
understand how families participate with one another to create a social reality 
separate from, yet intrinsically a part of, the culture in which they belong. 
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Families and the Co-Construction 
of Shared Experiences: A Narrative Approach 
Introduction 
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A question that has plagued theorists for centuries is how do we come to 
know the world? How do we come to know such things as the concept of money, 
government, marriage, and love? One approach to answering such questions is 
through social construction theory. Many approaches have been taken to describe 
and research social construction, yet they all have the same basic assumption: that 
much of what we know is learned through social processes. i.e., social construction . 
Various forms of social construction can be found in the early writings of 
Mead ( 1934), Durkheim ( 1974), and Vygotsky ( 1986). These early forms of 
social construction followed more of a symbolic interactionist approach, which 
essentially describes how we communicate and understand the world through a 
system of signs. These early ideas have produced multiple modern approaches. 
One of these is Gergen ( 1985) who described social construction as that process 
by which people come to describe, explain, or otherwise account for the world 
through social interaction. Gergen outlined four explicit assumptions of social 
constructionism. The first assumption is that our relations with the world do not 
always correspond to the actual world. In short, objects and relationships appear to 
be invented and constructed, yet still influence our behavior and thought. The 
second assumption is that the terms we have to explain the world are also social 
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products, arising from an active, cooperative enterprise of persons in relationships. 
In other words, the terms we use to describe our world are merely social 
constructions that cannot be grounded in objective truths. The third assumption 
states that the prevalence of a social construction or understanding is not directly 
related to its empirical validity, but rather to the "vicissitudes" of social process. 
Whether knowledge and understanding is maintained depends on the exchanges in a 
given society. The fourth assumption claims that socially constructed understandings 
are related to other social activities and are not separable from the rest of our social 
lives. Essentially, this means that our everyday experiences play a role in defining 
the world for us in every situation. We cannot explain one aspect of our lives 
without framing that experience through past experiences. 
One of the most thorough accounts of social forms of knowledge came from 
Moscovici ( 1987). Moscovici put forward the idea of "social representations," or 
the knowledge structures that are constructed and shared by groups of people. For 
example, a group of people in a particular culture such as the United States may 
have a particular way to define the term family, versus that of another culture. The 
social representations of the term family are socially constructed knowledge formed 
through the everyday "give and take" of a particular culture (Guerin, 1992). 
Also among these social constructionists include John Searle ( 1995), one of 
the world's foremost philosophers, who noted that we understand the concepts of 
meaning simply through human agreement. Such powerful human creations exist 
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only because we believe them to exist. Berger & Luckmann ( 1 96 7) argue that 
social reality is not a fact or set of facts existing prior to human activity, but is 
created through human interaction. Moreover, reality is not a "fixed" entity, but a 
social construction created though human activity ( Lannamann. 1 99 2). In other 
words, we create our world through our everyday experiences and social 
interactions. 
All of these approaches are necessarily social approaches to 
understanding interpersonal communication, yet it is important to distinguish 
differences among them. Searle' s ( 1995) interests, for example, exist on a 
"cognitive" level, where he explains the construction of reality as a process of 
coming to "know" the world through the use of signs, i.e., symbolic interaction. 
Berger & Luckmann ( 196 7), on the other hand, view this construction of reality as 
a "social" process of creating the world through consistent interaction with others. 
The current study focuses strictly on the latter definition of social construction. An 
in depth look at how individuals create meaning through daily interactions will be 
addressed. Although such individuals use symbols and/or signs to communicate 
these meanings, it is not the interest of this study to define what signs create 
meaning, but rather the interaction with others that enables these individuals to 
define their world. 
Social constructionism primarily questions the validity of the "scientific" 
approach to understanding the world, i.e., that there is an objective truth "out 
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there." Instead, it replaces this scientific notion with an "interpretive" approach 
that suggests there is no objective truth, only what society creates as a part of the 
world. 
At the center of social constructionism is how social meanings are created; 
how individuals necessarily construct meaning from incomplete bits and pieces of 
behavior (Leeds-Hurwitz. 1995). Social constructionism often emphasizes (a) the 
study of social interaction as a way of creating meaning, (b) self identity or how 
individuals define and understand themselves through interaction with others, and 
(c) through culture. Culture from this standpoint is defined as "all the knowledge 
members do not have in their heads at birth, but which must be learned in order to 
become appropriate members of a given society" (Leeds-Hurwitz, 1989, p8). 
Social constructionists, therefore, explore how individuals construe their social lives 
during their many situated and interactional social performances. Furthermore, how 
individuals communicate and create meaning through culturally coded symbols, 
symbolic forms, and meanings is addressed (Carbaugh & Hastings, 1 99 5). 
As opposed to communication scientists, who generally follow a very 
structured, systematic process of theory development, social constructionists use 
case studies to let theories emerge out of the data. Unfortunately, there is no one 
way to discover what's out there, only various methods used to gain an insight into 
human nature. From the perspective of communication scientists, interaction is best 
seen in terms of generalizability, where ideas are placed into categories prior to 
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testing the data. Social constructionism, however, allows for qualitative information 
to enlighten us into the very nature of human activities by allowing the information 
itself to form categories (Chen & Pearce, 1995). This unsystematic measure allows 
the participants to create the primary data through their conversations, 
interpretations, and narratives. 
When such an approach to interpersonal communication is used, Geertz 
( 1973) claims that the researcher must necessarily become a primary participant in 
the events at hand. The relationships between the researcher and participants 
cannot be divorced from one another, as the researcher both constructs an 
interpretation of the events, and is constructed by the unfolding events within the 
study itself. 
Because this approach emphasizes that meanings are created by social 
interactions, researchers grounded in this theory cannot deny the role of 
"reflexivity", i.e., the accepting of a multiplicity of meanings in events, and the 
potential discovery of the frequently hidden "I" in research events. As noted by 
Steier ( 1 99 5), researchers must first recognize their involvement within the 
qualitative or "interpretive" types of research. One does not necessarily have to 
report on it, but must be aware of the difficulties personal claims or styles of writing 
affect the interpersonal processes being reported. Under this perspective, it is also 
important to understand that meanings are negotiated and may change depending 
on who asks the questions, how participants are asked to define issues, and the 
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context (time, place, and constraints) of the interaction (Stewart, 1995). As a 
form of this negotiated understanding, researchers must be in a position to share 
similar conceptions of the norms governing the conduct of a particular interaction 
(Delia & O'Keefe, 1979). This shared understanding allows the interaction to flow 
smoothly. 
As Gergen ( 1985) notes, the criteria for identifying such "events," 
"behaviors," or "entities" are highly circumscribed by the culture, history, and social 
context. This viewpoint asks one to suspend conventional knowledge of objectifiable 
truths, and challenges individuals to look at events in different manners. For 
example, Kessler & McKenna ( 1978) investigated the social construction of 
gender. By examining variations of the term in differing cultures, evidence pointed 
to varying definitions and understandings of the term. These constructions were a 
product of the historical and cultural make-up of the specified communities, as well 
as socially interpreted meanings by the researcher. 
With this cultural interpretation of terms also comes a varying degree of 
emotions. Durkheim ( 1 961 ) concludes that emotions were a ritual attitude which 
individuals were forced to adopt out of respect for customs. This idea of socially 
structured emotions stemmed from Durkheim's study of funeral services among 
Australian aborigines. What Durkheim found was that every society had a need to 
reaffirm their collective ideas and sentiments to maintain its identity. Such ideas are 
seen in the customs of weddings and funerals. These rituals create a set of emotions 
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that must be carried out by the society, yet do not explicitly define these emotions. 
Instead, they allow these ideas to emerge collectively through social interaction. 
These ideas and rituals are then passed to society members as the social norms. 
In American culture, a prime example of this concept is reflected through 
the current ideas of the family. Although most are unaware of it, we are influenced 
daily by dominant ideologies of the family. Traditional sex role expectations 
continue to define child care as primarily the mother's responsibility (Hochschild, 
1989). For example, some women may feel guilty leaving their children in day-
care while maintaining a full-time job, and so, choose not to work while their 
children are young. On the other hand, men may feel more comfortable with the 
decision to leave children in day-care. As opposed to the woman's struggle with the 
decision of whether to work or not, most men do not struggle with such issues. It is 
perfectly acceptable for the man to hold a full-time job to support the family, 
regardless of whether there are small children at home. This perception of how 
men and women perceive their roles as parents speaks loudly of American family 
ideology, and how society tacitly maintains that ideology. 
The current study focuses on both men and women's perceptions of the 
family through a social constructionist approach. Two foster families were studied 
in order to understand how these families came to construct their meaning of what 
foster parenting means. As we have seen from the literature review, our beliefs, 
values, and meanings in the world are a summation of our interactions in society. 
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Those beliefs, values, and meanings help both men and women define their 
perceptions of the family and foster parenting based on their socially constructed 
view of the world. 
The foster parenting process was chosen as the primary focus of this study 
for two main reasons. Much of what we know about foster care is through media 
interpretations. Results from an earlier pilot study suggest that media focuses more 
on the negative aspects of foster care, creating a false image of what foster care 
really is. Second, within the same pilot study, families reported hearing mostly 
positive information about foster care through interpersonal sources. Families felt 
confused by differing opinions presented by the media and interpersonal sources, 
however, they felt more confident in the latter interpretations. Unfortunately, little 
has been done in terms of interpersonal research, making interpersonal 
interpretations scarce compared to media interpretations of the foster care system. 
The following study, however, tries to bring these interpersonal interpretations to 
readers through the use of narrative. 
The following questions guide this research: 
RQ: How do men and women construct their experiences in becoming foster 
parents? 
RQ: When co-creating a shared narrative of the foster parenting experience, how 
do men and women construct their experiences? 
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Social Construction through Narrative 
To the extent that we try to explain the world and our experiences in it, we 
use narratives, or stories that interpret, construct, and/or persuade us to understand 
the events at hand (White, 1980). Gergen and Gergen ( 1983) suggest that a 
narrative structure is required for a proper explanatory account of such real-life 
experiences. Through the use of narrative order, conflicting points of view and 
intense human drama can be properly characterized. Moreover, a narrative is a 
way of telling a story which helps recreate past experiences. These are generally 
made up of two parts: The story, or content, and the discourse, or the expressions 
through which the content is communicated (Herrnstein-Smith, 1980). 
Furthermore, by studying the everyday communication and performance of 
ordinary people through the use of narratives, researchers are able to listen in on the 
margins of discourse and give a voice to those normally muted groups in our society 
(Langellier, 1989). 
Although it is not the nature of this study to analyze the narratives strictly by 
the structure of each, it is important to establish a working knowledge of a narrative 
structure. Gergen and Gergen ( 198 7) laid the groundwork for differentiating 
between stories and other accounts of information. A narrative or story will contain 
the following components: (a) An establishment of a goal state: In order to count as 
an acceptable story, one must establish some type of starting point. For example, 
"how I made the decision to become a foster parent" is a starting point, thus 
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allowing the individual to move to the second criteria; (b) selection of events 
relevant to the goal state: Such topics include any emotions felt about making this 
decision, and/or actions taken upon making the decision. Once these topic areas 
are determined, participants will (c) arrange the events in chronological order. This 
requires that a story progress from a beginning to an end in some logical manner. 
The ideal narrative will also possess (d) causal linkages: an explanation of how 
certain events stemmed from or caused other events to occur. And last, (e) 
demarcation signs indicating a beginning and an ending are required. As Young 
( 1982) suggests, the narrative is framed by various rule-governed devices which 
inform us of its beginnings and endings. Such words or phrases as "let me tell you 
about," and "did you hear," inform the listeners that a narrative is about to begin. 
Words or phrases such as "so now you know," and "and that's why," both indicate 
that a narrative is ending. This structuring of events is, as McGhee ( 198 7) notes, 
probably the key for developing the study of natural accounts of personal 
experiences. The narrative is merely one method of recapitulating past experiences 
by matching verbal sequences of clauses to the sequence of events which actually 
occurred. 
Through the use of personal narratives, this study attempts to illustrate how 
foster parents bridge the gap between public opinion of, and personal experiences in 
foster parenting. As in Ellis and Bochner's ( 1992) recreation of the constraints of 
choice in abortion, the audience is able to understand and develop a passion for the 
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story and/ or the actors involved. 
The stories that are co-constructed by the research participants represent 
how couples deal with important issues, and how they make sense of their past 
experiences. Unfortunately, lived experiences can only be made into second-hand 
interpretations, as discovered by Carol Rambo Ronai ( 1992) in her reflexive study 
of the self. As Ronai began to describe her experiences as an erotic 
dancer/researcher, she found it difficult to convey actual feelings and experiences as 
they were felt. Instead, the story' lines became blurred versions of her experience. 
Nonetheless, personal narratives emerge as one of the more prominent 
methods in studying social approaches to personal relationships. These narratives 
may be created by the researchers themselves as in the studies by Ellis & Bochner 
( 1 99 2) and by Ronai ( 1 99 2), or the narratives can be studied by in-depth 
interviewing or analysis of relationship parties by a third-party researcher (Baxter, 
1992). 
Similar to the study conducted by Wallace ( 1992) concerning the elderly 
and their willingness to discuss past life experiences, the current study does not pose 
any structure on the foster families. Instead it allows them to create a past 
experience individually and collectively through a social constructionist p~rspective. 
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Methodology 
Two foster families participated in the study, with the foster mother and 
father as the primary participants. Each participant was asked to construct a written 
chronology of events detailing their personal experience of the time they first 
became interested in being a foster parent, until the time they actually became 
foster parents. Within the narrative, each participant was given a guide to help 
complete their story. The guidelines set forth included, but were not limited to the 
following: emotional reactions to events, types of decisions made throughout the 
process, conversations held with each other and any outsiders, and any conflicts that 
arose during this process. 
In order to analyze gender perspectives, each participant was asked to 
complete their narrative separately. This was to ensure that each narrative was 
unique and not influenced by the other participant. This procedure was necessary in 
order to determine how each member perceived his/her own, unique experience in 
the foster parenting process. 
Individual narratives were sent both by postal mail and e-mail. Those 
participants who sent the narratives via postal mail did so separately in order to 
maintain confidentiality. Those participants who sent narratives via e-mail had 
separate accounts so that each was allowed that same confidentiality. 
A content analysis was used to determine (a) different emotions displayed, 
or self-expressions; (b) issues addressed in the narrative; and (c) starting and ending 
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points of the narratives. The above categories were composed from a traditional 
content analysis, which imposes categories onto the data. 
Next, interviews were conducted with each of the participant families. 
Without having read each other's narrative, the couples were asked to verbally co-
create the experience of their decision to become foster parents. Each interview 
lasted approximately 30-45 minutes, and was in a natural setting. Each couple was 
given no direction as to where they should start. The only instructions given were 
to mutually recreate their experience in the foster parenting process. Once the 
interviews were complete, the narratives were transcribed into written form. Again, 
a content analysis was used to determine (a) different emotions displayed, or se!f 
expressions; ( b) issues addressed; and ( c) starting and ending points of the 
narratives. 
When co-constructing a narrative, participants will nonetheless be affected by 
the other participant in an effort to recall and discuss various information (Edwards 
& Middleton, 1986; Shorter, 198 7). Within this relationship, each participant's 
actions cause the ot11er participant to react and take further actions. It is this chain 
of events which wili be .1naiyzed through the traciitlonai content analysis. In short, 
how each participant behaves, responds, and reacts to certain information, and what 
information changes and/or remains the same is analyzed. 
In order to validate the categories in the traditional content analysis, the 
prominent themes and categories in both the individual and collective narratives 
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were examined through the use of the CA TPAC computer program. This program 
analyzes frequently occurring words, patterns, and themes within the narratives. 
Unlike the traditional content analysis, which imposes categories onto the data, the 
CATPAC program allows all prominent themes and categories to emerge from the 
language of the participants. These themes and categories were then used to 
validate the results found from the traditional content analysis. 
To ensure reliability and validity of all recorded material, a third party 
observer was present at each interview. The interviews were recorded with two 
different devices to ensure an accurate taping of the conversations. Furthermore, 
the interviewer and the third party observer recorded all non-verbal characteristics 
during each interview to ensure proper interpretation of all actions. And last, no 
guidelines were imposed onto the interviewees, allowing each interview to flow 
naturally and without interference from the interviewer. Content validity was 
ensured further by developing a panel of experts who assisted in the transcription 
and interpretation of all data. 
Once data was collected, the triangulation method was used. Data was 
analyzed through the traditional content analysis and then validated through the 
CA TPAC computer program to ensure proper interpretations of all results. 
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Results 
When using the traditional content analysis on both the individual and the co-
constructed narratives, the following categories were imposed: (a) Self expressions, 
(b) issues addressed, and (c) starting and ending points of the narratives. 
In both the individual and co-created narratives, women seemed to use more 
emotional language, and have stronger emotional reactions to the foster parenting 
process than their counterparts. These self-expressions are divided into four 
categories: (a) Their perceived role as a woman, (b) physiological and psychological 
needs to have children, (b) justification for involvement in foster care, and (d) 
reactions upon involvement in the system. 
These women see their role in life as synonymous with being a mother. They 
used such words and phrases as "envious of all other mothers," "distressed at seeing 
pregnant women," "distressed over seeing other mothers," and "felt my maternal 
instincts." They expressed various physiological and psychological needs to have a 
child also. Such words and phrases include "need a baby to love," "need to cuddle 
a baby," "desperate for a baby," "longing for children," "painful wait for child," 
"desperation at not having baby," and "obsession for baby." 
Furthermore, women tended to justify why they became involved in the 
foster care system when expressing their desire to have children. Such justifications 
included: "I couldn't become pregnant," "I wanted more children," and "heard it 
was positive experience." And finally, women expressed reactions to the foster 
Families 16 
parenting process upon involvement. Such expressions included: "respect for the 
system," "moved by others' actions," "empathy, compassion, and even love for the 
birth mother," "excited about process," and "shocked by questions" (for complete 
list of expressions see Tables A 1 & A2). 
To validate whether the most important categories were analyzed within the 
traditional content analysis, the CA TPAC computer program was used. All articles, 
conjunctions, prepositions, and verbal fillers were removed from the list to obtain an 
accurate account of the most prominent themes. The most frequently occurring 
words (used more than one percent of the time) for women, when discussing the 
foster parenting process, are divided into three categories: (a) Role perception, (b) 
emotional aspects involved, and ( c) factors initiating involvement (for complete 
numerical list of words see Tables A3 & A 4). 
The women used such reoccurring words as "adoptive" ( 1. 7), "children" 
(5.0), "family" (5.0), "foster" ( 4.1), "baby" (3.4), "child" ( 1.4), "infant" (2.5), 
"parenting" (2.8), "parents" (2.5), "mother" ( 1.8), and "home" ( 1.7). 
Emotional aspects of the foster parenting process were represented through the 
following reoccurring words: "wanted" (3.2), "loving" (2.5), "kind" (2.3), "love" 
(2.3), "happy" ( 1.8), "able" ( 1.7), "cared" ( 1.7), "need" ( 1.7), "positive" 
( 1.7), "agreed" ( 1.4), "horror" ( 1.4), and "sure" ( 1.4). And finally, women 
once again justified their involvement in the foster care system by using such 
reoccurring words as: "pregnant" ( 1.8), "infertility" ( 1.4), and bad "situation" 
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(2.5). 
As is evident from the above results, the CA TPAC program does validate the 
results of the traditional content analysis. Three prominent categories emerged 
from both types of analyses, (a) emotional needs to have a child, (b) justification for 
involvement in the system, and ( c) role perceptions. 
Once the CA TPAC program determined the most frequently occurring 
words, a cluster analysis of the narratives was used to reveal commonly occurring 
phrases. A cluster analysis of individual narratives revealed the following commonly 
occurring phrases for women: "finger printed again," "infant began," "family 
cared," "each new last milestone," "first accomplished seemed positive," myself 
baby able adoptive parents," "thought pregnant," "hispanic girl foster parenting," 
"knew sure," "both agreed adopt happy," and "need children" (for complete results 
see Figures A 1 & A2). 
This clustering of words and/or phrases reports only term relationships, 
where the most commonly occurring words and phrases are clustered together. 
This clustering allows for the most prominent words and/or phrases to surface from 
the narratives. From here, an interpretation of the meanings is essential to 
understand this clustering. For the women, this clustering of phrases further 
validates the women's perceptions of the foster parenting experience. Women 
describe their need to have a child, and their perceptions of the foster care 
experience as very positive. As is seen from above, the women feel that life is 
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possible, only if they have a child. 
Unlike the women in this study, the men were less emotional, and seemed 
very unenthusiastic about their role in the foster parenting process. The men's self-
expressions are divided into three categories: (a} Justification for foster care, (b} 
pre-conceptions of foster parenting, and (c} reactions upon involvement in the 
system. The men were very concerned with justifying why they became involved in 
the foster care system. Such justification included: "Wife distraught over not having 
baby," "wife missed having kids," "no dissuading wife," and "desire encouraged by 
wife." Furthermore, the men described many pre-conceived notions about foster 
parenting. These notions included: "parenting problems," "too difficult," "life 
altering decision," "difficult prospect," "need to stabilize economic situation first," 
"rather leery," "don't possess resources," and "some sacrifices and restrictions." 
Although the men described themselves as skeptical of foster parenting in the 
beginning, their reactions and perceptions of the system changed upon involvement. 
Later in the narratives, they used such phrases as "would do it again," "was little 
interference," and "the positive far outweigh the negative" to describe this change 
(for complete list of expressions see Tables AS & A6}. 
Again, to validate these categories the CA TPAC program was used. The 
most frequently occurring words (used more than one percent of the time} for men 
when discussing the foster parenting process are also divided into three categories: 
(a} Justification, (b} pre-conceived notions, and (c} reactions upon involvement (for 
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complete numerical list of words see Tables A7 & A8). 
Men perceived their role in the foster parenting decision quite differently 
than women, as is evident through the following reoccurring words: "infant" ( 8. 1 ) , 
"wife" (4.8), "child" (3.9), "home" (3.2), "decision" (2.9), "adoptive" ( 1.6), 
"parents" ( 1.6), and "parenting" ( 1.9). 
Emotional aspects and pre-conceived notions about the foster parenting 
process are reflected through the following words: "difficult" ( 1.9), "efforts" ( 1.9), 
"frustrations" ( 1.9), "issue" ( 1.9), "sacrifices" ( 1.9), "venture" ( 1.9), "demands" 
( 1.6), and "objections" ( 1.6). 
And finally, men's reactions to the foster parenting experience upon 
involvement are indicated through the following: "able" ( 1.6), "acceptant" ( 1.6), 
"active" ( 1.6), "enthusiastic" ( 1.6), "good" ( 1.6), "help" ( 1.6), "joys" ( 1.6), 
"care" ( 1.9), "opportunity" ( 1.9), and "success" ( 1.9). 
The CA TPAC program once again validated the traditional content analysis. 
Within both types of analysis, the following categories emerged: (a) Justification for 
involvement in the system, (b) pre-conceived notions, and (c) reactions to system 
upon involvement. 
Once the commonly occurring words were analyzed, a cluster analysis was 
used to examine the most commonly occurring phrases for men. These include: 
"by wife having missed infancy," "joys infant home," "come parenting, came 
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fostered," "needs let heart over head," "being acceptant active along," "been 
sacrifices against issue," "actual parenting child care difficult," and "analysis 
emotional" (for complete results see Figures A3 & A4). 
This clustering further reveals the men's perceptions of the foster parenting 
experience. They tended to described their role in this process as very minor. Both 
men reported that their wives needed to have a child, thus moving the men to agree 
to this process. Furthermore, this clustering reveals the men's negative perceptions 
of what foster parenting involves. 
Little change occurred when the families co-created their experience of the 
foster parenting process. Women remained more emotional, and used an excessive 
amount of emotional language to describe their experiences. The men, however, 
tended to be more passive, only agreeing or disagreeing with their wives at certain 
points. 
As a final means of analyzing the co-created narratives, a cluster analysis 
using the CA TP AC program revealed the following commonly co-occurring phrases: 
"her wanted child life possible," "having baby", "child family essential," "good 
thought," "there positive attachments," "kept hoping," "he knew difficult," "he 
couldn't," "foster care no experience," "felt right," and "him kind anyway" (for 
complete results see Figures AS & A6). 
Again, this clustering validates the results from both the traditional content 
analysis and the CA TPAC analysis. The women continued to discuss their need for 
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a child and their hopes of obtaining a foster child to adopt. The men continued to 
discuss their reluctance in becoming involved, yet agreed to go along with the 
decision because of pressure from their wives. 
One interesting change did occur within the co-constructed narratives, 
however. Toward the end of the men's narratives, both men's perceptions of the 
foster parenting experience changed. They went from being very passive and 
unenthusiastic, to very active and enthusiastic about the process. Within the 
individual narratives, the men describe this decision as "not a very emotional 
decision," however, when co-constructing their narratives, one man reported "a lot 
of rational thought has to go out the window to come to this decision." Given the 
findings that both men reported this was not an emotional decision, this finding is a 
very large part of the co-construction of shared meanings. Obviously, this was a 
very emotional decision for this man, and only through interaction with his partner, 
were those emotions displayed more clearly. 
Both women initiated the narratives, looking at their partner for assurance 
and asking "should I start?" When creating these narratives, the women tended to 
look away from the men and the interviewer when discussing their desire to have a 
child. They mostly looked down at their hands or some object in front of them. 
They did look to their partner for assurance when discussing very intimate, secret 
emotions they felt during this time, however. For instance, both women felt their 
partner would not agree to foster parenting, thus each one experimented with secret 
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"superstitions" to get them to agree. When telling of these experiments, the women 
looked to their partner for his reactions. At different times they would ask their 
partner "isn't that right?" when recalling factual information such as dates. 
Men, on the other hand, did not look to their wives for reassurance when 
they discussed their reluctance, and even their eventual acceptance of the foster 
parenting process. Moreover, the men tended not to speak unless directed to do so 
by their wives. The women would ask "would you like to add your impressions 
and/or opinions?" before her partner chimed in. The men did, however, tend to 
use more non-verbal cues than the women. These non-verbal cues consisted mostly 
of facial expressions showing either agreement, confusion, or disagreement with 
their wives. 
As is evident from the results above, women were more concerned with their 
experience of "needing" a child. These concerns ranged from not being able to 
conceive a child to wanting more children, but not having the resources available. 
Other issues the women dealt with were obtaining cooperation from their partner in 
becoming foster parents, and being emotionally stable enough to handle foster 
children. 
The men were less concerned with needing a child, and more concerned with 
their partners' needs to have a child. Both men were persuaded to become a foster 
parent by their wives. Through their self-expressions, they felt there was no 
dissuading their partners, or absolutely no way to say "no," which led to their 
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agreeing to become foster parents. Although 11 persuasion 11 is a strong word and the 
men were reluctant in the beginning of this process, both felt comfortable with their 
decisions toward the end of the foster parenting process. 
Other issues addressed by the men, that were not as big a concern for the 
women, were financial stability, limited resources available to take care of children, 
sacrificing their own endeavors, and a concern with parenting problems. 
In the individual and co-created narratives, both women began their 
narratives by discussing their desire to have a child. As mentioned above, the 
women defined their role as needing to be a mother. And in needing to be a 
mother, thev began to justify why they thought foster care was the best solution. 
The men also justified why they became involved in foster care, although very 
differently from the women. Both men described their reluctance in being involved 
in foster care, and explained their role as very minor in making the decision. On 
the positive side, however, both men agreed that their love for their partner and 
their desire to see her happy was the overall factor in making such a decision. 
When ending their narratives, the women were once ag~in very emotional in 
their language. They tended to tell stories about their foster children and how much 
love they had for them. They also discussed the many problems they faced when 
dealing with the children, such as biases they had, and trouble with emotional 
attachments. The women's narratives did not include information about financial 
issues, sacrifices and/or time restrictions. 
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The men began to show more emotional reactions to the foster parenting 
process toward the end of their narratives. For the first time, both men discussed 
the positive aspects of foster parenting and addressed how pleased they were with 
their decision. They used such phrases as "would do it again," "positive 
experience," and "good to help someone." Both men stated they would definitely 
do it over again if given the chance. 
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Discussion 
The results are very indicative of how differently men and women in this 
study think in terms of family and the foster parenting process. In both the 
traditional content analysis and the CA TPAC analysis, the women emerged as the 
more emotional subjects. In their self expressions, the women used very emotional 
language ranging from "I need to cuddle a baby," to having an "obsession for a 
baby." The men, on the other hand, were very passive in their reactions for a 
majority of the process, using words like "no dissuading wife," to "I had no 
objections." 
Within the content analysis of self-expressions, a variety of different socially 
constructed meanings arose. For example, the women in this study have a socially 
constructed meaning for "woman." They see a woman as being a "mother." This 
meaning for them is constructed and reinforced daily by the mere presence of 
mothers and their children. 
For example, one woman reported "one morning each week several women 
on our block would gather to socialize and provide our collective young children 
with a play group." Through such interaction with other women, the meaning of a 
woman is characterized by if and/or how many children she has. Clearly, in this 
situation, if a woman did not have a child to bring to the play-group, she would be 
an outsider, and possibly even ostracized by that social group. 
In another example, one woman reported "not being able to see pregnant 
Families 26 
women or even children without feeling a kind of rage. 11 Her perception of a 
woman as being a mother was so strong, that she could not cope with the idea that 
she could not be a part of that mother/child "culture. 11 However, being in a culture 
where having children is the norm, this woman has created a reality for herself that 
tells her she isn't a woman unless she has children. 
Interestingly, the men have quite the opposite reaction to parenting. They 
have no pre-conceived notions as to the roles of either a man or woman, yet have 
many pre-conceived notions as to what parenting might mean for them. One man 
reported that "it was a matter of assessing my own selfish inclinations to preserve 
my time for writing and other endeavors against my possessing the resources to help 
out some children in need, in a very sacrificing manner." 
Unlike the women, who consider foster care as a means to gain a child of 
their very own, men saw it as an opportunity to help out someone else's children. 
Their socially constructed view of the family did not necessarily include children, 
making it possible for them to see foster care as a means of "babysitting" others' 
children until their problems were ironed out. 
Through daily interactions with other families, these men constructed a very 
skeptical view of rearing children. They saw children as very time consuming, where 
"sacrifices and restrictions were made in the areas of sleep and time to conduct the 
business of publishing." Not all reactions to the foster parenting process were 
negative, however. One man reported that "there was also the chance to do some 
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good, to help someone," and "as it turned out ... there has been little interference." 
These positive reports show the compassion that the men developed after 
becoming involved in the system. Their socially constructed view of the foster care 
process changed from one of skepticism and reluctance, to being active and 
enthusiastic about becoming foster parents. Their perception of their roles in the 
process, however, remained the same. They consider their role as a "keeper of 
others' children," and not necessarily as a father to these children. 
The issues addressed by both the men and women in this study, as is evident 
from above, were very different. One of the major issues faced by the women was 
a concern for their partner to agree to the foster parenting process. As one woman 
stated "I was really scared he might break down and say, I don't want to do this!" 
These women have created a reality for themselves of what their marriage is. 
This reality took on meaning through daily interactions with their spouses, and 
through the culture in which they belong. They felt their marriage could withstand 
the "pleasures" of having children. Because these women sensed some reluctance in 
their spouse to go along with the process, however, they created a sense of 
emotional insecurity in their partners' reactions and behaviors. This insecurity was 
very prominent throughout the women's narratives. For example, one woman 
reported "for some reason, Steve agreed to go to the classes with me," "there were 
delicate moments when I wasn't sure he'd agree," "I kinda approached the subject," 
and "he must have wanted to because he made it through Barbara's questioning." 
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These insecurities were rightfully fueled by the mens' reluctance to "jump" 
into the foster parenting process. For the women, there was no holding back. Their 
perception of a woman as a mother was so strong, that it far outweighed the 
possibility of failure or problems in foster parenting. The men, on the other hand, 
were very reluctant to jump into such a "life altering decision." They perceived 
their role as the mediator, or the rational being. They described their partners as 
being "more emotional about things," "she will let heart rule over head," "she 
seized on this opportunity with a fervor so impassioned," and "she becomes very 
fixated." 
Through daily interactions with their wives, the men constructed a different 
reality of their marriage from their partner's. This socially constructed reality 
confirmed them as the "rational-minded" being, whereas their counterparts were the 
"over-emotional" type that needed some restraining. 
As a result of this social construction, the men's issues varied from those of 
the women. By seeing themselves as the more rational partner, they concerned 
themselves with the issues of "having financial stability", an abundance of "resources 
available to children," and balancing "time restrictions and sacrifices" brought on by 
children. 
As mentioned in the results, both women began the narratives by asking their 
partners if they should start. They talked largely about their need to have children, 
and focused this need through becoming involved in the foster care system. Their 
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perceptions of the foster care system were based entirely on personal testimony of 
close acquaintances. During their narratives, they discussed both physiological and 
psychological needs for having a child. These emotions were fueled by discussing 
others' positive experiences with the foster care system, thus justifying their need to 
"give it a try." Neither woman established eye-contact with their partner, 
unless they were affirming factual information such as dates and/or time frames. 
Occasionally, they would look at their partner when discussing intimate secrets 
about their desire to have a child. One woman reported trying superstitious 
practices to "rope" her husband into the process. "My friend Tonya was staying 
with us at our house for a month while she was at some seminar at UNM, and she 
told me, she said Sarah if you can get him to buy a piece of furniture having to do 
with a kid, he'll be more than likely ... so, I remember going throughout stores and 
just thinking if we get that little dresser, he'll agree to do it." 
Both women seemed somewhat embarrassed in confessing their emotions of 
wanting a child, and tended to look down at their hands throughout a majority of 
the interviews. Men, on the other hand, didn't seem to want to talk about their 
emotions involving foster care at all. They said very little in the way of their 
emotions, and instead relied on information their partner had already given. For 
example, when asked to express his thoughts, perceptions, or opinions of the 
process, one man reported "All I can say is that you've said it accurately thus far. 
Anything I might say right now would just reiterate what you said." When the men 
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did offer some insight into their thoughts, they did establish eye-contact with both 
their partner and the interviewer. 
Perhaps the best explanation for the differences between men and women 
and their reactions, both verbally and non-verbally in these interviews, can be 
explained through the socially constructed perceptions of emotions. There is a 
belief that women are naturally more emotional than men, thus making it alright for 
women to express their emotions publicly (Widiger & Settle, 1987). There is 
evidence, however, that men and women both express an equal degree of emotions, 
yet social norms govern how much each should display and in what manner (Averill, 
1982). Should deviations from this social norm occur, negative evaluations are 
made of that particular individual (Sommers, 1984). 
In the case of these interviews, it is very possible that men held back in 
discussing their emotions because they were unfamiliar with the interviewer and 
observer. This unfamiliarity may cause an uneasiness or discomfort in disclosing 
such personal information. 
In addition, Stoppard and Gruchy ( 1993) did a study confirming the social 
constructivist formulations of emotions, which proposed that emotional expressions 
are shaped in part by people's implicit knowledge of shared social norms, or "feeling 
rules." Moreover, these "feeling rules" varied according to gender. 
For women, there is a clear requirement to express positive emotions toward 
others, yet there is no requirement to express positive emotions about themselves. 
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These results offer an explanation as to why women felt embarrassed and reluctant 
to develop eye-contact with others during the interviews. The social norms do not 
require women to talk positively about themselves, thus creating for them some 
discomfort in indulging in their personal feelings. 
These "feeling rules" extend to men as well. For men, expression of positive 
emotions are somewhat required in both self-and-other oriented contexts. This may 
offer some explanation as to why men were more comfortable establishing eye-
contact when they did speak. The social norms in their culture allow for them to 
speak positively about their own feelings, allowing them to feel comfortable 
disclosing certain information. 
Furthermore, in the co-construction, both families discuss a sort-of 
"desensitization" they had to go through to get past the negative media 
representations of the foster care system. Through interactions with other 
individuals, and by involvement in the system themselves, these families have re-
constructed their view of the foster care system. They no longer describe their 
perceptions as negative or sacrificing, but describe their experiences as positive, and 
express their willingness to continue in the system. 
These findings reveal how crucial it is to bring more interpersonal experiences 
about foster care to the general public. Even the families involved in the foster care 
system describe the negative perceptions they had about foster care. Fortunately, 
through their involvement in the system, a re-construction of their thinking has led 
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to a more positive experience for them. Should more interpersonal experiences be 
researched and published, perhaps more individuals can shift their paradigm about 
foster care as well. 
In summary, much has been learned about gender differences in the foster 
parenting process. For the first time, interpersonal experiences are relayed to the 
general audience about "real" experiences with the foster care system. More 
importantly, through personal narratives, this research can negate a wide spread 
belief, derived from media information, that the foster care experience is negative. 
Due to a limited number of participant families, however, this research 
cannot be conclusive. The above results are indicative of only two families and their 
experiences with the foster care system. Furthermore, all interpretations of material 
are strictly subjective. Because all interviews were open-ended with no set structure, 
results may vary drastically. Fortunately, however, because there was no structure 
imposed onto the interviewees, a wider range of information was gathered. This 
allowed the participants to freely create their own experience, thus developing a 
truly natural, unique foster care experience. 
Future research should include more longitudinal studies of the foster 
parenting process. By studying families over a period of time, a more accurate 
reading of their cultural norms, i.e., social constructions, will be more prevalent in 
the study. Other areas of research which need to be considered are involvement of 
the foster children. The current study focused strictly on the foster parents and 
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their experiences. However, for a complete look into the foster parenting 
experience, children need a voice. 
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Table A 1 
Women's Self Exoressions 
Perceived Role 
"Envious of other mothers" 
"Felt maternal instincts" 
"Distress over seeing 
other mothers" 
"Distress over seeing 
pregnant women" 
"If could adopt ... happy" 
Appendix A 
Physiological/ 
Psychological Needs 
"Need baby to love" 
"Obsession for baby" 
"Need to cuddle baby" 
"Angry because wanted 
baby" 
"Longing for children" 
"Fall in love with kids" 
"Eagerly awaited baby" 
"Desperation for baby" 
"Painful wait for baby" 
"Emotional ties with kids" 
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Table A2 
Women's Self Exoressions Continued 
Justification 
"Couldn't become pregnant" 
"Wanted more, couldn't afford" 
"Heard positive experience" 
"Neighbors had good experience" 
"Some qualms about foster care" 
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Reactions 
"Respect for system" 
"Moved by other's actions" 
"Empathy, compassion" 
"Love for birth mother" 
"Embarrassed by thoughts" 
"Excited about process" 
"Secretly hoping" 
"So happy" 
"Shocked by questions" 
"Nervous about meeting kids" 
"Scared about process" 
Table AJ 
DESCENDING FREQUENCY LIST 
CASE CASE 
WORD FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
A 
HE 
FOSTER 
HER 
WANTED 
AGO 
OUT 
PARENTING 
TOLD 
FROM 
KIND 
LOVE 
NO 
RACHEL 
THERE 
DOG 
HAPPY 
HOW 
MOTHER 
PREGNANT 
STILL 
TINY 
AFTER 
AGREED 
BEFORE 
BOTH 
CHILD 
FINALLY 
GIRL 
HIM 
HISPANIC 
HORROR 
INFERTILITY 
KNEW 
MELANIE 
OVER 
REBEKKAH 
SAY 
SISTER 
SURE 
SWING 
THOUGHT 
TOO 
us 
WALKED 
WAY 
WHERE 
WHILE 
ABLE 
ADOPT 
19 8.7 
10 4.6 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
7 3.2 
6 2.8 
6 2.8 
6 2.8 
6 2.8 
5 2.3 
5 2.3 
5 2.3 
5 2.3 
5 2.3 
5 2.3 
4 1. 8 
4 1. 8 
4 1. 8 
4 1. 8 
4 1. 8 
4 1. 8 
4 1. 8 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 l. 4 
3 l. 4 
3 l. 4 
3 l. 4 
3 l. 4 
3 l. 4 
3 l. 4 
2 0.9 
2 0.9 
51 23.5 
25 11. 5 
25 11.5 
26 12.0 
21 9.7 
17 7.8 
18 8.3 
15 6.9 
18 8.3 
15 6.9 
13 6.0 
13 6.0 
15 6.9 
14 6.5 
15 6.9 
10 4.6 
10 4.6 
12 5.5 
12 5.5 
10 4.6 
12 5.5 
8 3.7 
7 3.2 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
8 3.7 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
10 4.6 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
7 3.2 
9 4.1 
7 3.2 
8 3.7 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4. l 
9 4. 1 
9 4.1 
6 2.8 
6 2.8 
P-ami1ies 4i 
ALPHABETICALLY SORTED LIST 
CASE CASE 
WORD FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
ABLE 
ADOPT 
AFTER 
AGO 
AGREED 
BEFORE 
BOTH 
CHILD 
DOG 
FINALLY 
FOSTER 
FROM 
GIRL 
HAPPY 
HE 
HER 
HIM 
HISPANIC 
HORROR 
HOW 
INFERTILITY 
KIND 
KNEW 
LOVE 
MELANIE 
MOTHER 
NO 
OUT 
OVER 
PARENTING 
PREGNANT 
RACHEL 
REBEKKAH 
SAY 
SISTER 
STILL 
SURE 
SWING 
THERE 
THOUGHT 
TINY 
TOLD 
TOO 
us 
WALKED 
WANTED 
WAY 
WHERE 
WHILE 
A 
2 0.9 
2 0.9 
3 1. 4 
6 2.8 
3 1. 4 
3 l. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
4 1. 8 
3 1. 4 
9 4.1 
5 2.3 
3 1. 4 
4 1. 8 
10 4.6 
9 4.1 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
4 1. 8 
3 1. 4 
5 2.3 
3 1. 4 
5 2.3 
3 1. 4 
4 1. 8 
5 2.3 
6 2.8 
3 1. 4 
6 2.8 
4 1. 8 
5 2.3 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
4 1. 8 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
5 2.3 
3 1. 4 
4 1. 8 
6 2.8 
3 l. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
7 3.2 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
3 1. 4 
19 8.7 
6 2.8 
6 2.8 
7 3.2 
17 7. 8 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
8 3.7 
9 4.1 
10 4.6 
9 4.1 
25 11. 5 
15 6.9 
9 4.1 
10 4.6 
25 11.5 
26 12.0 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
12 5.5 
10 4.6 
13 6.0 
9 4.1 
13 6.0 
9 4.1 
12 5.5 
15 6.9 
18 8.3 
9 4.1 
15 6.9 
10 4.6 
14 6.5 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
7 3.2 
12 5.5 
9 4.1 
7 3.2 
15 6.9 
8 3.7 
8 3.7 
18 8.3 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
21 9.7 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
9 4.1 
51 23.5 
Table A4 
WORD 
CHILDREN 
FAMILY 
FOSTER 
HER 
A 
BABY 
EACH 
FINGER 
FIRST 
INFANT 
LAST 
LOVING 
NEW 
PARENTS 
PRINTED 
SITUATION 
WANTED 
ABLE 
ADOPTIVE 
AGAIN 
BARBARA 
BEGAN 
CARED 
CHILD 
FROM 
HOME 
LOVE 
MILESTONE 
MOST 
MOTHER 
MYSELF 
NEED 
OLDER 
PARENTING 
POSITIVE 
SEEMED 
SUSPECT 
TWO 
us 
ABUSED 
ABUSIVE 
ACCOMPLISHED 
ADJUST 
ADOPTED 
AGENCY'S 
ANNA 
ANOTHER 
ANT 
APPEALED 
APPLAUDED 
I CASE CASE 
FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
6 5.0 
6 5.0 
5 4.2 
5 4.2 
5 4.2 
4 3.4 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 () . 8 
18 15.4 
18 15.4 
15 12.8 
15 12.8 
15 12.8 
11 9. 4 
9 7.7 
7 6.0 
7 6.0 
8 6.8 
9 7.7 
9 7.7 
9 7.7 
9 7.7 
7 6.0 
9 7.7 
9 7.7 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
4 3.4 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
4 3.4 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
WORD 
ABLE 
ABUSED 
ABUSIVE 
ACCOMPLISHED 
ADJUST 
ADOPTED 
ADOPTIVE 
AGAIN 
AGENCY'S 
ANNA 
ANOTHER 
ANT 
APPEALED 
APPLAUDED 
BABY 
BARBARA 
BEGAN 
CARED 
CHILD 
CHILDREN 
EACH 
FAMILY 
FINGER 
FIRST 
FOSTER 
FROM 
HER 
HOME 
INFANT 
LAST 
LOVE 
LOVING 
MILESTONE 
MOST 
MOTHER 
MYSELF 
NEED 
NEW 
OLDER 
PARENTING 
PARENTS 
POSITIVE 
PRINTED 
SEEMED 
SITUATION 
SUSPECT 
TWO 
us 
WANTED 
A 
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CASE CASE 
FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
2 1. 7 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
1 0.8 
4 3.4 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
6 5.0 
3 2.5 
6 5.0 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
5 4.2 
2 1. 7 
5 4.2 
2 1. 7 
3 2.5 
3 2.5 
2 1. 7 
3 2.5 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
3 2.5 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
3 2.5 
2 1. 7 
3 2.5 
2 1. 7 
3 2.5 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
2 1. 7 
3 2.5 
s 1]. '.' 
6 5.1 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
3 2.6 
11 9. 4 
6 5.1 
4 3.4 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
18 15.4 
9 7.7 
18 15.4 
7 6.0 
7 6.0 
15 12.8 
6 5.1 
15 12.8 
6 5.1 
8 6.8 
9 7.7 
4 3.4 
9 7.7 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
9 7.7 
6 5.1 
6 5.1 
9 7.7 
6 5.1 
7 6.0 
6 5.1 
9 7.7 
6 5.1 
6 5. l 
6 5.1 
9 7.7 
1 c, l?. 8 
Table AS 
Men's Self Expressions 
Justification 
"Wife distraught over not 
having baby" 
"Wife missed having kids" 
"Wife emotional about things" 
"No dissuading wife" 
"Desire encouraged by wife" 
"Wife distraught over not 
getting pregnant" 
"Had no objections" 
"Agreed to look into it" 
"Passive, but acceptant" 
"Use to lifestyle with kids" 
"Some mutual frustrations" 
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Perceptions 
"Skeptical of idea" 
"Parenting problems" 
"Sacrificing manner" 
"Too difficult" 
"Rather leery" 
"Life altering decision" 
"Sacrifices and restrictions" 
"Selfish inclinations" 
"Difficult prospect" 
"Little frightened" 
"Can't do this?" 
"Stabilize economic situation" 
"Need to possess resources" 
Table A6 
Men's Self Exoressions Continued 
Reactions 
"Would do it again" 
"Can help someone" 
"Was little interference" 
"Some joys and demands" 
"Became enthusiastic and active" 
"The positive far outweigh the negative" 
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Table A7 
DESCENDING FREQUENCY LIST 
CASE CASE 
WORD FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
AFTER 
THERE 
A 
CHILD 
RATHER 
DECISION 
HAS 
NO 
AGAIN 
BEEN 
BEGAN 
BY 
CAME 
CARE 
CONSIDER 
DECIDING 
DIFFICULT 
EFFORTS 
EMOTIONAL 
FRUSTRATIONS 
ISSUE 
LATE 
MEDICAL 
OPPORTUNITY 
OTHER 
OUT 
PARENTING 
PROSPECT 
SACRIFICES 
SHEILA 
SINCE 
SISTERS 
SUCCESS 
SUCH 
VENTURE 
YET 
ABUT 
ACCOMPANIED 
ACTUAL 
ADDRESS 
ADOPTION 
AGAINST 
AGREED 
AM 
ANALYSIS 
ANYHOW 
APPARENT 
APPEARED 
AREAS 
ASKED 
4 3.9 
4 3.9 
3 2.9 
3 2.9 
3 2.9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1 . I} 
1 l. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
33 34.0 
33 34.0 
30 30.9 
28 28.9 
23 23.7 
18 18.6 
19 19.6 
17 17.5 
13 13.4 
11 11.3 
13 13.4 
11 11.3 
9 9.3 
14 14.4 
13 13.4 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
13 13.4 
9 9.3 
14 14.4 
11 11.3 
11 11.3 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
9 9.3 
10 10.3 
14 14.4 
11 11.3 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
10 10.3 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
1 1. 0 
5 5.2 
7 7.2 
1 1. 0 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
3 3.1 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
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ALPHABETICALLY SORTED LIST 
CASE CASE 
WORD FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
ABUT 
ACCOMPANIED 
ACTUAL 
ADDRESS 
ADOPTION 
AFTER 
AGAIN 
AGAINST 
AGREED 
AM 
ANALYSIS 
ANYHOW 
APPARENT 
APPEARED 
AREAS 
ASKED 
BEEN 
BEGAN 
BY 
CAME 
CARE 
CHILD 
CONSIDER 
DECIDING 
DECISION 
DIFFICULT 
EFFORTS 
EMOTIONAL 
FRUSTRATIONS 
HAS 
ISSUE 
LATE 
MEDICAL 
NO 
OPPORTUNITY 
OTHER 
OUT 
PARENTING 
PROSPECT 
RATHER 
SACRIFICES 
SHEILA 
SINCE 
SISTERS 
SUCCESS 
SUCH 
THERE 
VENTURE 
YET 
A 
l 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 l. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
6 5.8 
2 1. 9 
1 1. 0 
l 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
l 1. 0 
l 1. 0 
l 1. 0 
1 1. 0 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
4 3.9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
3 2.9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
3 2.9 
2 1.9 
2 1. 9 
2 1 .. 9 
3 2.9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
4 3.9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 l. 9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
5 4.9 
2 1. 9 
2 1. 9 
5 4.9 
l 1. 0 
5 5.2 
7 7.2 
l 1. 0 
7 7.2 
33 34.0 
13 13.4 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
3 3.1 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
7 7.2 
11 11.3 
13 13.4 
11 11.3 
9 9.3 
14 14.4 
28 28.9 
13 13.4 
14 14.4 
18 18.6 
14 14.4 
13 13.4 
9 9.3 
14 14.4 
19 19.6 
11 11.3 
11 11.3 
14 14.4 
17 17.5 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
9 9.3 
10 10.3 
14 14.4 
23 23.7 
11 11.3 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
10 10.3 
33 34.0 
14 14.4 
14 14.4 
30 10. 9 
Table AB 
DESCENDING FREQUENCY LIST 
CASE CASE 
WORD FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
INFANT 
HAVING 
WIFE 
A 
HOME 
TOO 
ABLE 
ACCEPTANT 
ACTIVE 
ADOPTIVE 
ALONG 
ALSO 
BECOME 
BEFOREHAND 
BEING 
BIOLOGICAL 
BRINGS 
BY 
CAME 
CAN 
CHANCE 
COMES 
DEMANDS 
DOES 
EITHER 
EMOTIONAL 
ENTHUSIASTIC 
FOSTERED 
FROM 
GOOD 
HEAD 
HEART 
HELP 
INCLUDED 
INFANCY 
INTRODUCED 
JOYS 
KNOWS 
LET 
LIFE 
MIGHT 
MISSED 
MOTHER 
NEEDS 
NO 
OB.JECT IONS 
OUT 
OVER 
PARENTING 
PARENTS 
5 8.1 
3 4.8 
3 4.8 
3 4.8 
2 3.2 
2 3.2 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
l 1. 6 
l 1 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
l 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
l 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
32 57.1 
19 33.9 
14 25.0 
19 33.9 
12 21.4 
10 17.9 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
2 3.6 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
5 8.9 
1 1. 8 
7 12.5 
2 3.6 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
l 1. 8 
6 10. 7 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
4 7. 1 
7 12.5 
6 10.7 
7 12.5 
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ALPHABETICALLY SORTED LIST 
CASE CASE 
WORD FREQ PCNT FREQ PCNT 
ABLE 
ACCEPTANT 
ACTIVE 
ADOPTIVE 
ALONG 
ALSO 
BECOME 
BEFOREHAND 
BEING 
BIOLOGICAL 
BRINGS 
BY 
CAME 
CAN 
CHANCE 
COMES 
DEMANDS 
DOES 
EITHER 
EMOTIONAL 
ENTHUSIASTIC 
FOSTERED 
FROM 
GOOD 
HAVING 
HEAD 
HEART 
HELP 
HOME 
INCLUDED 
INFANCY 
INFANT 
INTRODUCED 
JOYS 
KNOWS 
LET 
LIFE 
MIGHT 
MISSED 
MOTHER 
NEEDS 
NO 
OBJECTIONS 
OUT 
OVER 
PARENTING 
PARENTS 
TOO 
WIFE 
A 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
3 4.8 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
2 3.2 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
5 8.1 
1 l. 6 
l 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
l 1. 6 
l 1. 6 
l 1. 6 
1. 6 
1 1. 6 
l l. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
1 1. 6 
2 3. 2 
3 4.8 
3 4.8 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
2 3.6 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
19 33.9 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
12 21.4 
7 12.5 
5 8.9 
32 57.1 
1 1. 8 
7 12.5 
2 3.6 
7 12.5 
7 12.5 
1 1. 8 
6 10.7 
7 12.5 
7 12. 5 
7 12. 5 
7 12.5 
4 7.1 
7 12.5 
6 10.7 
7 12.5 
10 17.9 
14 25.0 
19 33.9 
Figure 1 
CATPAC Cluster Analysis 
Female 1 
Tiny sister I 
Too love D· 
Where kind 
Hispanic girl 
Foster parenting 
He wanted I 
Her mother 
I Thought pregnant t: 
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 
figure 2 
CATPAC Cluster Analysis 
Adoptive parents 
Seemed positive 
Each new milestone 
Family cared 
Wanted suspect 
Finger printed 
Begin infant again 
Children 
Foster parenting 
0 
Female 2 
2 4 6 8 10 12 
Figure 3 
CATPAC Cluster Analysis 
Male 1 
Accompanied anyway 
Came late 
Against sacrifices 
Issue Out 
I---
Began considering 
I---
After such 
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 
Figure 4 
CATPAC Cluster Analysis 
Male 2 
1---
Able does 
1---
Let head 
Came parenting 
No infant home 
Wife miss infancy 
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 
Figure 5 
CATPAC Cluster Analysis 
Family 1 
Us both 
He couldn't 
Thought decision there 
Child life possible 
Wanted her told 
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 
Figure 6 
CATPAC Cluster Analysis 
Family 2 
Thought good 
By mother 
Generally babies 
~ 
He difficult 
F= 
Two months when 
Her have baby 
Child family essential 
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 
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Appendix B 
Female # 1 : Narrative 
Note. The purpose of these transcripts was to obtain content and language 
information only. The utterances and structures used within the narratives were not 
analyzed, therefore negating the use of the conventional Jeffersonian transcription. 
Furthermore, all names have been changed to protect the identity of all participants. 
This story is intricately involved with my not becoming pregnant like I 
thought I would. About three years ago my husband Steve finally agreed we could 
start trying. I was about 28 I guess, not over the hill or anything with regards to 
fertility. I wasn't worried. Actually, the terror of not being able to become 
pregnant probably does linger like death behind some door for every person who 
passionately desires to have children. It's not something you acknowledge. 
Month after month passed. I read every book I could find on the subject of 
conceiving. Finally I started buying books on infertility. It was horrible. I still 
haven't quite walked through that door into the death, you know, I haven't truly 
faced how terrible this really is. But that's not altogether bad. Why should I plunge 
into the depths, like I did for a while, dog-paddling in the trenches of sadness. 
Reading all the infertility books. Reading the scores and scores of messages on the 
infertility newsgroup. Not being able to see pregnant women or even children 
without feeling a kind of rage. Starting treatment. Throwing up; VIOLENTLY 
throwing up, after starting Parlodel. Subjecting myself to humiliating and/or 
condescending doctors. I had an ultrasound once, after a few months on Clomid. 
Families 54 
The doctor found three viable eggs. He said, "oh, triplets." False hope is the 
worst. I felt worse than hate for him when I still didn't become pregnant. (How 
ironic that my first placement of foster kids was three, "triplets," sort of). I stopped 
treatment. 
We moved to New Mexico about a year and a half ago. The treatment I 
received was while we were in NM. Sometime after we moved here, I had talked to 
my sister about her friend that was a foster parent. I called the foster parent 
recruiter lady and told her I wanted a Hispanic girl infant, would I get that? She 
was kind of rough with me. She said they didn't place babies with working moms. 
She kind of had an attitude, I think, but now I know more where she was coming 
from. I hung up, angry. I wanted that baby of my dreams and she had ruined it. 
More months passed. More desperation. I called back. I said, I've decided 
I could go older. She was pretty nice. She had me call Barbara Smith, our social 
worker. 
Throughout this process I have gained a tremendous amount of respect for 
Barbara Smith. She was VERY serious and wanted me to make sure I knew what I 
was getting into. If anything, instead of trying to recruit us because we were there, 
she was overly cautious and made it clear to me that ( 1 ) the state is not an adoption 
agency, and (2) Steve (my husband) had to want this as much as I did. 
I remember a trip to the zoo with Steve. I said, I can't wait until we can 
come here with a child. It was this pure longing, like even painful. 
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For some reason Steve agreed to go to the classes with me. I convinced him 
that we were still thinking about it, but that we didn't really have to do it. I had this 
idea that the more we prepared for it, the more he would be willing to agree. 
There were some delicate moments when I wasn't sure he'd agree. The classes 
didn't help matters. It was like they discussed all the horror stories of foster 
parenting to make sure you really knew that you were getting into. I did respect 
them for not lying or sugarcoating it. Steve and I both agreed that the foster 
parenting classes were excellent as far as learning about parenting in general, because 
they went over parenting as well as the horror stories. 
Then the homestudy. All these questionnaires to fill out, not multiple 
choice! Long essay questions. Not only me, but Steve too. His answers moved me 
so much. The fact that he filled them out meant a lot to me, even though there 
were battles because I thought he didn't complete them fast enough. I was an out 
of control freight train and he was more thoughtful. 
Finally, the interviews. Each of us had to be interviewed alone by Barbara 
for about two hours. I was so nervous that I took an anxiety pill left over from an 
old prescription. It went well though. She cross examined me about my childhood 
and about my ideas on parenting. She asked me what I would do as an alternative 
to spanking and yelling (that's how I was disciplined). I said, I have no idea. I was 
shocked. I had never thought of that before. She told me about the time out 
corner and how they stay there one minute for each year of their age. Also, about 
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charts where you can give them stickers for good behavior. Finally, I had to leave 
and it was Steve's turn. I was really scared he might break down and say, I don't 
want to do this! But he must have wanted to because he made it Barbara's 
questioning, which mainly focused on if he REALLY wanted to do this, because she 
was aware of my obsession of wanting a kid to take care of. 
Then we all got together. I'll never forget it. I was so happy we had reached 
that point in the process. She calmly and seriously told us both that because of the 
infertility, we had to once again be reminded that the primary goal was to reunite 
these kids with the birthparents. We both agreed (secretly the whole time my focus 
was on the chance to adopt). I had been enlightened to the concept of the "birth 
mother" in the training, but ... Let's just say it took about three months of foster 
parenting before I EXPERIENCED real empathy and compassion and even love for 
the kids' birth mother. 
One day at work I was in a meeting. I had a phone message from Barbara. I 
called her back. She told me she had three sisters. I said I had to ask Steve. I was 
so HAPPY. Steve works at the VA in a different building, so I went and told him. 
We walked around the walking path. In retrospect, I realize that there is no way in 
hell he could have said no, I was an out of control train. 
The drive to meet the kids. I was so excited. An embarrassing worry: what 
if they're not cute? (Isn't that weird? It's just the truth. I worried about that more 
than whether they were behavior problems). We drove into the south part of 
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Albuquerque, kind of scary, where they were staying with some temporary foster 
parents. Barbara had told me, you have to say Yes or No before meeting them. 
We had said Yes. 
We parked. I had been told about Melissa, the little mother, age six (she was 
and still is five). A tiny, tiny, Hispanic girl (remember, the child of my dreams was 
a Hispanic girl) walked up the sidewalk, with this look on her face like she was the 
boss and for a moment she didn't know what was going on. I remember feeling a 
pang because she was so tiny and she was supposedly the "little mother." I said 
something to her about our dog. She said, we have a dog too, named Squeaky. 
From the horror story training, it surprised me that a foster kid would have come 
from a background that included a pet dog named Squeaky. 
The temp. foster mom was holding Katie (2). She put her in the swing. 
tried to swing her. She immediately fell out of the swing. I was terrified of Katie 
for the next eight or nine weeks. I didn't feel like I knew what I was doing, because 
she kept falling all the time, or whining, or crying. 
A car drove up. Cassie (3). She had been staying with grandpa. She kind 
of tumbled out of the car and landed on her feet in a way that I realize now is very 
Cassie. She was smiling. Melissa yelled, "my sister, my sister." they ran to each 
other, these tiny, tiny kids, and embraced. Katie said, "hi kukah," real softly. 
Cassie had a big knot in her hair. Katie had a choppy hair cut (given to her 
by the foster mom, I later discovered). Melissa was this perfect vision of the child I 
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had always wanted. For a while she was my favorite, then Cassie was, now Katie is. 
It keeps switching, and I think that's healthy. 
We took them to McDonalds that night we first met. We have photos, and 
they are the happiest kids you've ever seen. I kept thinking they'd be sad or scared 
(that came with time and memories). 
The first thought I had though, when I saw all three together, was: I could 
adopt these kids and be perfectly happy. It's just the truth, even though as a foster 
parent I wasn't supposed to think that way. The secret thoughts of hoping they'd 
stay with us forever ... Everything changed in not even a week as I got to know the 
kids. Like Melissa said to me, within the first week, "if you love me, you want what 
I want, right? What makes me happy, makes you happy, right?" She missed her 
mother as much as I wanted kids. 
During the homestudy I asked Barbara, "am I supposed to hold back? Not 
love them as much, since they're going home after a while?" She said, "No! 
They'll fall in love with you too, you need to fall in love with them. Just know 
they're not staying with you forever. Just know the goal." 
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Female #2: Narrative 
When my daughter Lisa was a toddler, about ten years ago, I began to yearn 
to cuddle an infant again. I suspect maternal hormones were moving into overdrive. 
Like any mother, I delighted in each new milestone my fifth and last child 
accomplished. Those first shaky steps, the endearing, comical first words and 
phrases, and the inevitable unfolding of her own individual personality. As with my 
four older children each new milestone I applauded, but this time I felt a tinge of 
bittersweet regret. My last baby was growing up, and I found myself envying the 
mother with a baby in her arms. 
One morning each week several women on our block would gather to 
socialize and provide our collective young children with a play group. Rachel Jones, 
one of the women, would bring her foster infant. Rachel took in two or three day 
old infants straight from the hospital and cared for them until Lutheran Family 
Services was able to find adoptive parents. Her experience seemed positive, and 
had a happy ending. She and her family loved and cared for each child, then were 
able to meet the adoptive parents, reassured that "their baby" was in good loving 
hands. 
Since we'd decided our family would be complete with five children, and I 
intended to remain home caring for Lisa and doing day care for extra income, foster 
parenting very much appealed to me. There was a need for these children to have a 
temporary loving home and a need within me and , I hoped, my family to give that 
Families 60 
love. 
I'll admit I had some qualms about foster parenting from things I'd heard in 
the newspapers and heard in the media. Horror stories of formerly abused children 
being snatched from loving foster homes and returned to abusive parents, or 
troubled older children unable to adjust to a new family situation. The Jones' foster 
parenting situation, however, seemed emotionally safe and positive for myself and 
my family. 
When we contacted Lutheran Family Services, Larry and I told them we 
wanted only newborns who would be with us at most a month or two, and would 
then be adopted. We wanted to avoid a situation where our family and the infant 
would be together so long breaking the emotional bonds would be inordinately 
painful for all of us. It didn't work out that way but, that's another story. 
After Larry and I talked with social workers, filled out forms, were finger-
printed, re-finger-printed, then finger-printed again (I began to suspect my 
fingerprints must mirror someone on the FBl's most wanted list) we eagerly awaited 
the agency's call that we would at last have our first foster baby to love. 
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Male # 1 : Narrative 
.. .it is now 3/ 18/96. I started this about 3/6 and fully intended to get it 
back to you about that time. Unfortunately, several things came up and then I was 
gone all last week to a seminar and etc. Anyhow, I hope this late return has not 
upset your schedule to much. Again, I am sorry. 
I will answer your questions as best I recall. In the late summer of 1995, 
nearly two years after deciding to work at conceiving a child, we had yet to be 
successful in that endeavor, despite well-planned efforts and multiple medical 
interventions. Sarah was rather distraught by our lack of success in these efforts, 
and our mutual frustrations were fueled by the fact that there was no an apparent 
explanation for our failure to conceive. After medical evaluations and treatment, 
chances for success appeared good. But as of yet, conception has not occurred. As 
a result of those frustrations and disappointments we began to consider adoption. 
After considering that and deciding to wait since we had recently relocated and 
were still trying to stabilize our economic situation, we began to consider foster 
parenting. 
I was skeptical of the idea. I figured that since we had no actual parenting 
experience that it would be too difficult to care for a child that potentially had a lot 
of problems and psychological baggage burdening them. After talking about it more 
I agreed to take the training courses to see what it was all about and decide after 
looking at what such a decision entailed. After taking the classes I decided to agree 
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at giving such a venture an opportunity. It was not something I was going to take 
lightly, it was a life altering decision. 
I must admit I still was skeptical and a little frightened about the prospect the 
entire time we went through our home-study and interviews. What if I can't do 
this? If I fail there will be dire consequences for some child. 
After much deliberation we did decide to venture forth and see what 
happens. The next big decision came when we were called and asked if we could 
take in three little sisters. This was a rather difficult prospect in my eyes as we had 
insisted that we could only take care of one child. Where would we find time? 
Again, I was rather leery of undertaking a venture of this magnitude but there was 
no dissuading Sarah. She seized on this opportunity with a fervor so impassioned 
that I had little chance of saying no. Then we met the trio of sisters and they were 
charming so we would up diving in. 
I'm sorry if this narrative is not highly expressive of emotional milestones or 
deep analysis of the inherent drama, but to me it was not a terribly emotional issue. 
It was a matter of assessing my own selfish inclinations to preserve my time for 
writing and other endeavors against my possessing the resources to help out some 
children in need--in a very sacrificing manner. That was the issue that I grappled 
with. As it turned out though, since I write late at night, there has been little 
interference in that department. The sacrifices have had to be made in the areas of 
sleep and time to conduct the business of publishing. There have been other 
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sacrifices and restrictions that have accompanied this decision, but I believe that we 
have handled them rather well and so far the positive has certainly outweighed the 
negative. 
If you have any further questions, or if I strayed drastically and you want 
further info feel free to contact me via the address below. And if you do make it 
here this month we look forward to meeting you. 
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Male #2: Narrative 
The desire to become a foster parent was encouraged (and introduced) by 
my wife. Our kids were well out of infancy, and she missed having an infant in the 
home. I had no objections to having an infant in our home, for I, too, had become 
used to a style of life that included the joys and demands that an infant brings. 
As the application/certification process went on, my attitude went from 
being acceptant and passive to enthusiastic and active. Along with having an infant, 
there was also the chance to do some good, to help someone. 
The only problem we had to iron out was the giving up of the infant, either 
to adoptive parents or to the biological mother. My wife is more emotional about 
things like that, and even though she can know what needs to be done, and agree to 
it beforehand, that does not mean she will be able to let head rule over heart when 
the "time" comes. But in the two years we fostered, we somehow came through 
the parenting problems. 
All things considered, I would do it over again, and I believe my wife would 
too. And who knows? Someday, we might! 
Family # I : Co-Constructed Narrative 
FEMALE: You want me to start? 
MALE: I don't care. 
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FEMALE: Ok, Ok I think that in the beginning I talked to my sister and she told 
me about her friend who had the child and who was eventually returned, uhm but 
you know, she started talking to me about that because she knew that I really 
wanted a child as soon as possible in my life and things weren't working with the 
fertility treatment and adoption was really expensive, and uhm, so it was just like 
what can I possibly do to get a child in my life as soon as possible? I was really 
desperate (laugh). Remember Steve? 
And so, my sister talked to me about her friend who had done this and had 
this wonderful experience with this beautiful little angel of a child and, you know, it 
was a wonderful experience until the end. That's a whole nother story. I think I 
went into it with you, but anyway so that gave me the idea and I called, I don't 
even think I talked to Steve about it at first, because I wanted to get as much 
information as I could and decide what I wanted to do before I kinda tried to rope 
him into this. And so I called the woman about it. I might not have even told him 
that I called her, and I said you know, I wanna be a foster parent but I need to have 
day-care, and I want an infant, and I want a girl, and I want her to be Hispanic 
(laugh). And I said, this is exactly what I want, and she was like kinda annoyed and 
taken aback. I think she gets phone calls like that, you know, all the time when 
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people are first thinking about it and she was like, well first of all we don't like 
placing infants who will have to be in day-care. Children don't have to be in day-
care if their like young because you know they've already come from a 
dysfunctional home and here you are just sticking them in day-care. You know, 
that's not a very nurturing environment and she said and furthermore, if you're 
working we're not going to give you and infant. That's just, you know, why would 
we when we have so many stay-at-home mothers who, we would give them the 
infants first. I just had this idea in my mind that infants were like the premium 
child, you know, then you went down from there. And so then, I was kind of, you 
know, I was kind of offended with her response. I thought she'd just be like oh you 
want to be a foster parent, how wonderful, and she wasn't, so I just said fine, I hung 
up. And months passed, months passed, like maybe I'd say five or six months and 
I just realized well that was ridiculous. 
1'1ALE: Vias it that long? 
FE1'1ALE: Yeah, because I called them I think a lot earlier than you even knew. 
And so finally, I just really decided well you know this is insane, why am I being so 
specific? You know I just, you know I, that doesn't matter as much to me, an older 
child would be okay. 
MALE: Really? 
FEMALE: And I thought at that point, you know, two or three, and my sister kept 
reinforcing that, she kept saying as young as possible, as young as possible. 
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MALE: Why? 
FEMALE: I don't know, it was this funny feeling. I have no idea why, it was just, 
that's just how I started thinking. It was like my mind set without understanding 
why that was my mind-set. 
MALE: I think we did decide together though that we probably couldn't go with, 
uh, taking care of any children much older than six or anything at this point. I 
mean no experience, or limited experience, we both have some experience, but uh, 
no kids. 
FEMALE: Yeah! Okay, that's what happened. Yeah, okay so that's what 
happened. After I talked to the woman again at the foster care place, and she, you 
know, I said I've revised my thinking and now I think that, you know, an older child 
would be okay. And so she said well your husband has to agree too, you have to 
start involving him in this process. He's going to have to go through the training, 
and he's gonna have to agree and blah, blah, blah. And so I said, okay now I have 
to talk to Steve about it. And so I did, and I guess it was you that, you know, is like 
uhm, a give and take, you know, I think he'll agree to do this if I agree to go older. 
So that's okay too. And so uhm, and then I have to tell this one thing that I think is 
really funny. All throughout our going through training, I kept saying you know, 
this is going to be really good for us, whether or not we become foster parents, just 
the whole time I was hoping, hoping, hoping that he would agree to do it, but he 
was still undecided. And then my friend Tonya was staying with us at our house for 
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a month while she was at some seminar at UNM, and she told me, she said Sarah if 
you can get him to buy a piece of furniture having to do with a kid, he'll be more 
than likely ... so I remember going throughout stores and just thinking if we get that 
little dresser, he'll agree to do it. I mean all these little superstitious things, I mean I 
felt like total desperation. I think at that point I was like oh god we gotta do this. 
Because I become really fixated when I want to do something. Don't I? 
MALE: She becomes very fixated! 
FEMALE: And do you want to jump in at any point, about your thoughts during 
this decision making time? 
MALE: My thoughts! Uhm, well initially I was very skeptical because you tend to 
hear, and I think that's one of the reason we also decided we probably couldn't 
really, at least not initially uhm take in children like much older than six or so, uh 
because of the stories you hear of the behavioral problems ... 
FEMALE: Lighting the house on fire .... 
MALE: A lot of problems that, you know, uh someone could get ... Ah part of my 
apprehension is we both work full-time, we both uh write professionally as well, on 
top of full-time jobs. 
FEMALE: Uh huh! 
MALE: And it's a lot of work, uh in addition, and I didn't know how much time I 
could give to children and if that would be fair to them or not. Uhm I did 
eventually, uh decided in the I don't know last few years I mean uh I've pretty 
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much done everything I've wanted to do, and I do have more time than I imagined 
I did before that I could give up because I don't really need to do a lot of things 
that I used to feel that I needed to do. Uhm ... 
FEMALE: Did you remember though when you decided that it wasn't just that ... 
MALE: That it was a possibility? 
FEMALE: Yeah, I mean just, was it because I needed it so much? 
MALE: Probably during training. 
FEMALE: And that was that part of it. Was it during the training? It was a 
combination of both. 
MALE: That was part of it. That's part of it, I mean, it was a combination of 
things. Your happiness and your being able to function or whatever it takes, it was 
definitely part of the decision I made. 
FEMALE: Oh I know what part of it was. Well remember all the, we had to fill out 
several forms, and uhm several forms, I mean packet after packet of open-ended 
questions, and during that I think both of us talked and that was a good thing. 
Because we both went over a lot of things. It forced us to talk about things, and 
also the social worker knew of his hesitancy and she just interviewed both of us in 
detail. I mean, everyone involved was so professional, and so like ... 
MALE: Uh huh! 
FEMALE: If my kids were in foster care, I'd want these people working on the case 
because they were just right on top of it. I didn't think it would be like that, I 
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thought they'd just take anyone, and not even care. But I really felt like, you know 
we were being approved, you know, it wasn't just like they were accepting us, and I 
thought it would be just no problem at all. 
MALE: Yeah, it was! 
FEMALE: But it was like, they really wanted to know if you could do it, if you were 
going to be good and all that. 
MALE: Well it's a, it's a difficult, I don't, it's hard to explain a decision making 
process in something like this, I think, because it's vastly different than any other 
type of decision you'll ever make in your life. Uhm, it entails a potentially life 
changing decision for the next fifteen years or more. Uhm, if not the rest of your 
life, or whatever. Uhm, I think ultimately, a lot of rational thought has to go out 
the window to come to this decision; which seems strange but ... 
FEMALE: That's interesting. I've never thought of it that way. 
MALE: Well if you think rationally, it's probable not a decision. You'd be, at least 
from my perspective, be really jumping at to make. I mean, uh that's a lot of 
sacrifice and a lot of, and as it turns out, I don't think it's as bad as I thought it 
would be. In many regards. 
FEMALE: Yeah that's true. 
MALE: Uhm, but uh, let's see, what else? 
FEMALE: Well, I think we should talk about the day we got the phone call, of the 
three kids being available, because that was such a wonderful thing. 
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MALE: Well, is there more to talk about, about, because I, okay about the decision 
making process, I really hadn't decided probably until, well your right. 
FEMALE: No, Okay, well this is part of it. Well this is part of it because the 
decision-making process was continued all the way up to that point. Because it was 
a month after we were all done with everything and I was waiting everyday, when 
are they going to call us ... 
MALE: Well, we put it off for a few weeks because we were leaving town for a few 
weeks, or so ... 
FEMALE: Right, so yeah so she knew we were going to be out of town, but then 
she did call us and she said I, I just did not expect this at all. But they had three 
little girls ages, she told me that they were three, four, six, but it turns out they 
were two, three, and five. The ages were wrong, even the spelling of the names, 
wrong. You know, I couldn't believe it but anyway, she said, you know, I have 
these three little girls and you know I was well, I'd love to say yes right now but I 
need to talk to Steve. That's exactly what I told her, but I bolted ... 
MALE: Well this was right before we went out of town. 
FEMALE: Yeah this is before we went out of town, but she knew we were going 
out of town, so we had said if, you know, you can wait to call us until after ... 
MALE: But they would be with another family until we ... 
FEMALE: So uhm I bolted over to his office, because we both work at the VA 
hospital, he's just in a different building. And I was just so excited, I mean I was 
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just, I was so happy. I couldn't get over it. I was just thrilled. Remember? I 
couldn't believe he agreed though. We went on a walk, you know, on this walking 
path at the VA and talked about it, and I was just thrilled, and he just went along. 
He said Yes. I couldn't believe it. 
MALE: Well there was little chance to say no. 
FEMALE: I know cause I was just so happy. And then was it that night, that 
evening afterward we went to see them? 
MALE: We met them. 
FEMALE: But this is interesting regarding the decision-making process. She said to 
me on the phone, she said you have to tell me now. You can't go meet the girls 
and then decide. She said we have to know now, because that would be too cruel 
to these kids for you to see them and to decide no we don't want them. You know, 
and I thought that was really interesting that the decision-making process even 
effects the social workers and the kids and all of that. So we said yes before we 
even met the kids. And this is something that I'm embarrassed to admit, but 
something that my mom even said to me, well didn't you worry about this. And 
this, I swear to God, this is what I thought. I thought, I hope that they're cute. I 
hope that they're not little ugly kids. Isn't that awful? I mean that's what I thought. 
I thought please God let them be cute. And I felt so guilty for thinking that. You 
know what I mean? 
MALE: Good! 
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FEMALE: But that was something I was thinking about. And my mom even said 
( ... ). and so anyway, when we saw them it was like oh God they're beautiful. So I 
was so happy. Oh and another thing, she said they were half Hispanic and half 
White, but that wasn't even part of our decision-making process. We decided we'd 
be open to any race. But when we finally ... 
MALE: Well, that is a part of it. I mean that's something you can talk about in the 
training, but you gotta be prepared and I, if they' re cute kids is something, but you 
often be, having kids in your house that you don't like. 
FEMALE: Yeah she told us that. She said you're not going to like all these kids. 
MALE: They don't like you and it's not always uh, that's uh, that I think is 
probably more of the apprehension that you have, is that uhm ... 
FEMALE: That the chemistry will not just be there, and what was weird was that it 
was there immediately. Remember Steve? 
MALE: Yeah, and the child won't respond to you, or have anything to do with 
you, or and you'll be ... 
FEMALE: Yeah they might not like you. They may think you're ugly or 
something, you know, but Steve remember? They, we all clicked immediately, it 
was so funny. 
MALE: Well, they're very open and, they're kids. 
FEMALE: To everyone. And we went to McDonalds and they were just ... we have 
pictures from that night, and you wouldn't know they were kids who were just put 
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in foster care. They were just happy and plain and you know ... 
MALE: Who were just uh, and uh yeah essentially we spent three hours with them 
that night and then we left town for a week or a week and a half. 
FEMALE: Yeah and when we got back, the temporary foster family had been kinda 
playing us up to them, because they were, they had their bags pack, they ran to the 
gate to meet us. They were jumping up and down, they were so excited. So that 
was kinda good. But it was, I mean driving to pick them up, I was just, oh I was 
terrified. You know, I just couldn't believe we had gotten ourselves into this 
situation. 
MALE: Truly terrifying. I mean, three, three kids five and under, uh ... 
FEMALE: And I thought, what are we going to do? Oh, I couldn't believe it. 
MALE: And we just have a two bedroom house. Fortunately they're so little they 
have one room, and uh, there's three beds fit in one room. 
FEMALE: Yeah! they share a room. Yeah! 
MALE: Uhm, let's see, what else was there in that decision? 
Somewhat de-sensitization to the situation. Uh you go spend eight hours every 
saturday for a month or whatever, and you hear all these different, horror stories 
was a lot of it. 
FEMALE: Horror stories basically ... 
MALE: They definitely didn't paint a rosy picture for you. 
FEMALE: A lot. They gave you worse case scenario. 
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MALE: Uhm, but let's see, ultimately, ultimately just looking at uh what I, you 
know, am currently doing in my life and if I felt I could uh either make sacrifices or 
do whatever was needed to have a child. Uhm, there was a lot of reluctance all the 
way through. Uh, I admit that ... 
FEMALE: Uh huh! A lot of fighting. We fought about it. I mean one time in 
Sante Fe, I mean not Sante Fe downtown, oldtown in Albuquerque here, I don't 
know if you guys have been there or not, uhm we used to take walks before we had 
the kids. Every night we'd go for a long walks and it's really beautiful. And one 
night, I mean he was just, I said that when we moved into our new that was gonna 
be when we get the foster kids, and he was like, we have enough to worry about. 
And I was so upset that, remember Steve? I drove off without you for awhile and 
you were walking by yourself. And then I came and picked you up. 
MALE: Yeah! 
FEMALE: And we had some real big fights about it. 
MALE: Well, I'd also just gotten out of a job where I was working thirteen or 
fourteen hours a day ... 
FEMALE: Yeah! Well I wasn't saying anything bad about you. It was like ... well I 
was so ... 
MALE: Well no, I mean one of the reasons I was reluctant is I had been at a 
nightmarish job for some time and I wanted a little time to uh wind down and uh uh 
well attempt some normalcy for awhile. So that's why, you know another reason 
why I was reluctant at the time. 
FEMALE: Yeah! Uh huh. 
MALE: Fortunately we're in work now that you know, if we're ... 
FEMALE: That, yeah. And our boss is like really supportive of this. 
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MALE: That there is no dissuading her? Twelve years of experience. She does 
have the tenacity of a pit bull when she latches on to something and uhm this was a 
worthwhile something and an understandable something, and uh uh something I felt 
I had the capacity to enable or co-enable this decision. Uh I wouldn't just go into 
this without uh deciding that I was able to. Uhm but I'm a very trepidacious 
person. In light of you know the nature of my work, my artistic work. And you it's 
a balance I didn't want to tamper with really, but but I know, it's another thing I 
said. I basically work at night when children go to sleep, and it's still possible to get 
my work done. Uhm, I guess from past experience, when she's decided she wants 
to go a route, I'm either going to go with her, or it's not gonna be real bearable 
living with her. 
FEMALE: Yeah! That's true. I think I was just so afraid that he wouldn't, well I 
think, well, hum. I think because it took a couple of years, this is kind of personal 
information, but it took a couple of years, even though we've been together since I 
was 19 and he was 20, it took a couple of years of really, you know planning for us 
to even start trying to have a kid. And that was like such a long process, and I just 
didn't feel like I could wait any longer. It was like ... 
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MALE: Well, we've had very tumultuous lives with school and moving, and uh ... 
FEMALE: Yeah, with school and graduate school and working, you know all about 
that, and I just, that is a good question though, I guess I just, maybe it was ( ... ) . 
Maybe I just didn't think he'd agree. 
MALE: Well no, I, it was a long time before we started planning to try to have 
children and all those things. So it was a long time ... 
FEMALE: I had wanted to for a long time. I think I was past waiting any longer. 
MALE: We have uh different uh cycles that I think we run our lives through. You 
latch onto things and run with them. I take years sometimes to move in a direction. 
It's, I don't know ... 
FEMALE: Yeah! That's right, and I just felt like I couldn't take any more. 
MALE: A high strung ball of energy and a very slow moving mass, so ... 
FEMALE: Oh yeah! That was good. Well not that he was going to walk out, but 
this was like the moment where Barbara decided, she was the social worker, whether 
or not we had passed. You know, this was, I felt like this was our, our oral 
examination you know, that we had to go through before we got the degree of 
foster parenting or whatever. And uhm, did you go first? No, I went first right? 
And I just felt, I don't know why, I just felt like during that interview at some point 
he would just say oh God, I don't want to do this. You know, that it would just, 
that all of this would just crumble, you know. Maybe, I don't know maybe it was 
really just I was thinking in like the worse case terms of what could happen, like in 
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Woody Allen or something like that. You know what I mean? And so when I 
found out that he didn't, I was really happy, I mean. And I always felt like Barbara 
liked him better than she liked me anyway, so but, I still don't know why. But uhm 
anyway, so he passed the test. But yeah that is interesting, I don't know why. 
think that his whole personality characteristics. 
MALE: Well, because I hadn't uh committed fully to anything. 
FEMALE: Not totally. Yeah even up to that interview. You were kind of holding, 
holding uhm it at uhm at arms length a little bit. Still up to that point. 
MALE: Uh huh! 
FEMALE: Which is kind of funny. But I do think that is how I approach most life 
situations. If there's something I really really want, then something's going to 
happen to ... so that's another personality characteristic. Uhm, I think that one more 
thing that's important is the whole separate thing, that we had kind of talked about 
before, is that you also go through a stage where you have to discuss if you, if 
you're willing to take any race. You know, that's another whole, whole other 
segment you have to go through before you make this decision. And we had, you 
know, gone over that time and time again when we were talking about whether we 
or not were going to adopt interracially. And so that was a whole nother process 
that was done a lot earlier, before the foster parenting decision. You know, that 
took, took some, a lot of talking and stuff, but you know, I finally just, we both 
came to the decision we like couldn't discriminate on that basis. But I think that is a 
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whole other part, that would be an interesting research study in itself because ... 
MALE: Well, it's a difficult decision. There's societal problems that you have to 
confront in addition to the base problem of having an unfamiliar child in your 
house, whether or not there is ... 
FEMALE: But I think, but part of yourself is too because until I came to that 
decision that I would do that, I mean I never really, you never really confront your 
own prejudices until you really make that commitment. And I would just look at 
people on the street and think what if this was my adopted child. You know, all 
these different things. And I just finally decided that's fine, that's the way, that's 
how I would be. It's almost like something I'd prefer. You know, it'd be another 
adventure for me. So, but that's a whole nother aspect of it. 
Families 80 
Family #2: Co-Constructed Narrative 
FEMALE: You want me to start? Ok, well uhm I guess I was the one who really 
initiated it, uhm because I, well essentially I loved having a baby around the house 
and just having a child to cuddle and uhrn I had mentioned in the the, what I had 
written that we had a group of neighbors who I can't, one of my neighbors was a 
foster parent for Lutheran Family Services and she would bring her baby with her 
and every month or every couple of months she'd have a new baby and seemed to 
be a very positive experience for her, and she'd pass the baby around and we all 
would nod and uh, it was us, it was kinda fun thinking about having a baby again 
and I knew that five was our limit. And if circumstances had been different, if we 
thought we could have afforded it, I wouldn't have minding having a sixth one, but 
uhm it, it was something that we felt we should be ... you know, five was enough. 
And so for me, I started, I was talking to Rachel and it seemed like something that 
there really was a need for and that I thought, I thought was really good for our 
family. And uhm I, we have a lot of love to give and I thought these were children 
who really needed a home and a good start and uhm I, I, I thought it, as much as I 
thought I was doing something for the child, the child was good for our family, <ind 
I know for me too. And so that's essentially what motivated me in the beginning 
and uhm, like I kinda approached the idea with Larry and your impressions or your 
opinions? 
MALE: All I can say is that you've said it accurately thus far. Anything I say right 
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now would just reiterate what you said. Although you know, it was your idea to 
start with. And I found myself at first a little, you know, questioning but then as 
time went on, I became more and more enthusiastic about it. 
MALE: Oh I think uh I realized that's what I wanted to do. I guess I don't jump 
into things. But as uh, as time goes on I know, you know, I'm much more likely to 
question something uh, and to see and to ask how it's going to work and Peggy is 
much more likely to be enthusiastic and want to do stuff right away. And uh, you 
know what I mean. 
FEMALE: I think about the hesitation, it was because I, I knew the potential was 
there to become very much attached to a child and uh I was afraid of that 
happening. And talking to Rachel and the situation that she had where she took a 
newborn and, in fact generally when babies come to her they were about two or 
three days old ... as soon as they could leave the hospital. And uh, generally these 
were healthy infants that would be adopted and they would find uh, although most 
of the babies were black babies they uh generally, in fact usually a white baby, it was 
my understanding in fact we never really had, well one ... 
MALE: Yes, one. 
FEMALE: but it was just for two or three days. But uh generally the white babies 
would go immediately from the hospital to adoptive families. And the black babies 
they tried to place in with black families and was a little more difficult to uh find 
homes, but uh generally it wasn't much longer than about one or two months 
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generally. And uh so next I thought well I it isn't taking care of a newborn for two 
months its knowing that that baby is going to a good home. I thought I could deal 
with that. What I was a little uncomfortable with was the idea that I might have a 
child in the home for a long period of time not because I didn't want to care for it 
but because of the attachments. And uh we did have uh we called him uh, what is 
it uh, Matthew. 
MALE: Matthew. 
FEMALE: I don't know, one of the kid's named him Matthew. I don't know, I 
might have mentioned it, but he was a vietnamese baby and maybe I told you about 
it but, we had Matthew for a long time. And that was a very difficult uh, because 
we had him when he was six months? 
MALE: He was two months. 
FEMALE: ... we got him when he was two or three months and he was at an age 
where uhm he knew us and he ( ... ), it was a very very difficult separation. It was 
fortunate because the adoptive parents were very very nice people and I called them 
and talked to them and they would tell me how he was doing. But it was just a very 
very difficult break. And then I won't go into it again, but the baby who was HIV 
positive. 
MALE: With AIDS ... 
FEMALE: That was a problem, but uh all the other babies essentially, there was 
one other baby that had belonged to a fourteen year old girl and she was uh, that 
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was a hard one too, simply because the baby went back to the mother. And I kept 
hoping that the baby would be adopted, that the mother would release custody, 
because what we were told initially was that the mother had nowhere to go. She'd 
been turned out by her aunt who was caring for her, and uh the mother wanted, the 
mother of the mother was not in the picture. She had deserted the girl early, and 
she was being cared for by relatives and when she got pregnant, the relatives turned 
her out. And uh essentially, she had nowhere particular to go. She lived in the 
projects and we had the baby, a little baby girl, beautiful little girl. And I kept 
hoping, the mother didn't know if she was going to keep the baby. And I kept 
hoping she wouldn't simply because I, that was when ! knew that when they came to 
get her, and I knew she was going back to the mother I felt very sad because I knew 
she was going to the projects that night to you know, what kind of life I don't know. 
But uh all the other ones were very positive and uh I think even though there were 
some difficult moments, it was a very positive thing for me. So uh I'm fortunate 
that I really had that experience. That's it for me ... 
MALE: Well, it began, we talked, long, about getting another child, which had to 
be done! We thought about it, we had a very rough day. We talked and we talked 
and we talked and we talked. And whatcha gotta realize is words are things that go 
in the brain, that means nothing to my wife, going into the brain. Everything she 
does is done with her emotions. And so we both agreed, that yes when the time 
came, we'd do what we had to do because that's what we had to do. Didn't we 
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Peggy? Which I knew would happen, but I was willing to go through it. I mean well 
yeah you know it was difficult, but it has to be done. It's part of the deal, however, 
no regrets or gnashing of the teeth and so on. 
FEMALE: Well, mainly it was those three babies. That you know, it was difficult 
for me to let go of. Matthew was very very hard because that bond had been 
formed. And I think it was more difficult because the baby had reached the 
realization that we were his family. So I think that that was what was hard. I think, 
I was depressed after that. I would go by the room where, you know, we kept the 
crib and I'd start to cry. And I think that's what Larry's talking about you know, 
you think, yeah logically this is the way it's gotta be but uh still it's difficult not to 
form those attachments. I mean, I think if you're caring for a child you do form 
those attachments. Even when I was doing day-care and it was someone else's child, 
I mean, I mean BJ and Tracey, I mean, they're my babies too you know. And uhm 
so it was difficult, but it made it so much easier knowing that they were going to 
good homes. And I think it was a good experience too, to be able to meet the 
adoptive parents. I mean, I think that was very very positive. I don't know if all 
agencies do it that way, but I felt that was very very positive. And uhm that was 
helpful. As far as the actual process ( ... ), uhm that was fairly easy. I mean, there 
was that thing with that finger-printing for me, I mean I don't know why but they 
called me back I think what was three times to be re-finger-printed. In fact, they 
were joking with me, you know, what( ... }. I said I don't know, I'm on the FBI list, 
I don't know. I can't really think of anything else to add. Larry? 
MALE: Nope. 
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